
July 10, 2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Conmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the PCC nor impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minoriries, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consu~ners do not have the credit, bank accouncs, or surplus cash lo yay a lmge deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls Lo look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make n doctor's appoinrmenr, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvanraged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cads  increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what theFCC will do if it inflicts new "in-slate" access 
charges and other fees 011 pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
le abt ., 'ifford .. to bear it. 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided 'by 
these cards. 

Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner 'Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12rh Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

KE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

X an writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college sttidents and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay 3 large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor's appointment, or stay in touch with Family and kiiiends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards me indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-stare" access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon chose consumers h a t  can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effon to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernalhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner JonaThm Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Comiission 
435 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lowei-=income families, senior citizens, immigrant$, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for aCfordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if  i t  inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The kees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
ledst afford to b e x  it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any efforc to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
access charges and other fees. 

-R4 - 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicalions Commission 
445 12th Skeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to effons 
by the local Bell .telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach yo’ur work on this docket, I implore 
YOU to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pm-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his 01’ her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
platform,” he or she h e m  a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 

dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Ne’braska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
130th calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebrash and then a 
stparate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to [real this as a single in-state call so hey can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I arn aware that the long distance compmies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

‘I 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Comnussioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Conmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

IEE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introd,uce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly ,those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite I i tEdy,  be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

lmposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prgaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Colnmissioner Jonathan Adelskin 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairinan Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice LO [he growing number of groups and individuals opposed to effons 
by the loca1,Bell telephone companies to circumvent curnnt rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher r a m  - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the cdls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses P pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along wilh his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a ‘platfom” in another state 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of soineoi)e in Virginia. Current rules, as well as cotrunon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one ,from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Roth calls ;Ire subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
~Lille access charges. Such fees have no relationslLip whatsoever to rhe Bell companies’ actual 
COW, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Pi-ices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need highar prices for 
phone cdls too, especially when these higher rates rcpresent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in 811 effort 10 protect their customers’ interests in this maimer. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on rhe side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

let’s say in Nebraska. From this 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael k. Powell 
Federal Connnunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S:W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WCDocket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add c y  voice to the growing number of groups nnd individuals opposed 10 efforts 
by the local Ball telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succaed, it will result in higher rates - in mahy cases, dramatically higher 
rates - ior consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket. I implore 
you to keep the needs ofconsumcrs in mind rather rhan the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Ball companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number. along with his or her PIN. The caller, who lnay be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platfom" in another srate -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform." he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as cornion sense, staw 
that this reprzsenw: two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access chages because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
ssparate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell compsnies want to treat this as a single h-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am awxe that the long distance companies and others That sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in wirb the FCC in an effofi to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
now rime for the e of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 

Commissioner Sonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Micktel K. Powell 
Federal Conmunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of  groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work 011 this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of  consumer^ in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell compmies. 

The Bell conipanies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PW. The caller. who may ‘be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a “platfomi” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she h e m  a mpssage about a compnny. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules. as well as common sense, state 
thar chis represents [wo calls, one from Virginia to Nebras,ka and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interslate access charges because here is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell cornpanics want to c.eat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ acrual 
costs. which are only a fraction of whatthey want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gns, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls COO. especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am awme that the long distance companies and others ,that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell compmies the door 

ccs: commissio 

Commissioner Kevin 1. bf 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th k e e t ,  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add niy voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed wirh a pre-paid 
callins card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on h i s  docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather tharr the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to targer. those calls in which a caller rises a pre-paid calling c a d  and 
dials B toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another stilte -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plalform,” he or she hears a message about a company. non-profir or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone nunlbw of someone in Virginia. CUiTent rules, as well as common sense, stale 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
scparate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-stare call so they can levy rxorbitmt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no rdationship Wh&tSOeVer to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already iising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need hi,gher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher races represent o blatant giveaway to four luge 
corporations. 

I am awze  that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 10 protect their customers’ interests in this mnner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on chis issue. 

Commissioner Karhleen Q. Abemahy 
Comnlissioner Michael J. Copps 
commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 205.54 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to effo~qs 
by the local Bell telephone companies lo circumvent current rules on calls placed with a prc-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
1-ates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumrs in mind ruther than the plzadings of,the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfonii” in another slate -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller [hen 

dials the telephone number of someone in ‘Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calk DIE subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then J. 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to beat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stare access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in wirh rhe FCC in an effort Io protect their CUstomers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

‘. 

J 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abeinathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Conmission 
445 12th Sweet. S.W. 
Washiogcon, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuds opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If hey succeed, i t  will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell corripanies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling c u d  and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plarfom,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the tekphoiie number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comnon sense, sIate 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fromNebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is il call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy cxorbiwnt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consun7ers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am awae  that the long distance companies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers a id  show the Bell companies the door 
on Chis issue. 

CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Conmissioner Kevin J. Mutin 
Conmissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a prepaid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramtically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on rhis docket. 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another stak -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she heus a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comimn sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virgirh. 
Borh calls are subject 10 interstate access charges because there i s  a call to Nebi-ash and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell compaiiies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell conipanies’ actual 
costs. which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especinlly when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to foaur large 
corporations. 

I am aware that rhe long distance companies and others that sell pie-paid calking cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customrs’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for h e  FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

CCS: ’ Commissioner Kathleen Q, Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senaror 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
FM&II Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wliting to udd my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent cumen[ rules on cdls placed with a prc-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many,cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this dockef. I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in inind rather then [he pleudings of the four Bell companies. 

The Eell companies want to target those calls in which a cdler uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform.” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller [hcn 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two cnlls, one from Virginia [O Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subjzcr to interstate access charges because there is a call toNebraska and then a 
scparute call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-sate call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only il fraction of what they want to chiu, ‘we consumers. 

Prices are already iising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the PCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
011 this issue. 

CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemarhy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chainnan Michael K, Powell 
Fedora1 Communications Comnrnjssion 

Wushinglon, DC 20554 

Re: ‘WCDocket No. 03-133 

D w  Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Eel1 telephone companies to circunwenr current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
1-ates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of  consumers in nund rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell cornpanies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who inny be in Virginia, for 
exainple, is connected to a “platform” in another Smk -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Currcnt rules, as well as conmon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from’virginia to Nebraska and one honi Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because then is a call co Nebriska find then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bu t  the Bell companies want to treat t h i s  as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access churges. Such fees have no 1-elationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other producrs. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher raws represent 11 blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect theircustomers’ interests in this manner. I t  is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. - 

44s 12th Street, S.W. 

Ccs: Cornmksiooer Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin 3. Martin 
Coinniissioner Jonathan S. Addstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Co~munications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

He: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Deai, Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the p w i i i g  number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling ciu-d. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - lor consumers who place the calls. AS you approach your work on this docker, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consuiners in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target rhose calls in which B caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, i s  connected IO a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. Froin this 
‘‘platform,” he or she hears a message about a company. nowprofit or person. The caller then 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, sfatr 
that this represents two calls, ant: froin Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state nccess charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what ihey want to charge consumers. 

Prices arc already rising for gas, milk and other product$. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others t h t  sell. prepaid calling cayds have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effoit toprolect their customers’ interests in this mnner. It is 
now tinx for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consuincrs and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Conmissioner Jonathan S. Adelskin 
Senator 
Senator 



Ju ly  10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunications Coilmiission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingtorl, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone compmies to circumvent current rules on cdls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I irnplore 
you to keep lhe needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-pnid calling card and 
dials a toll-hee umnber, along with his or her PLN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “p1ntform”in another state -- Iet’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current d e s ,  as well as common sense, state 
that rkisrepresents two crdls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both C A h  xe subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they cnn levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent II blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid c d h g  cwrds hsve 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell compmies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Comissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Conmissioner Michael I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsrcin 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Ch.lirman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingion, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the PCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
mililuy families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only optioli 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with funi ly  and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In ecoiiomically disadvantaged nreas, consumers literally i-isk being disconnccred if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for ~ e s e  and other 
consumer groups becailse they are an t~ffordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly lo large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the. cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccx Commissio&r Michael Copps 
Coinmissioner Kathleen Abernalhy 
Conmissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Cornrnunicatiolis Commission 
445 12th Streer, S.W. 
Washington, UC 20554 

RE: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC nor impose new hidden charges and fees on prepdid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card seivices for a variety of needs. Many of these 
con~umer~  do no1 have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cuds offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically d,isadvantaged areas, consumers literdlly risk baing disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. FVep*id calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because.they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the PCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least xfEord to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantidly increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop ariy effort to raise the costs of pre-pcid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitilnt new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 
n 

u. ’ ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathal1 Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Conlrnission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dockel NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not inipose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety ct needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid c u d  may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pe-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
thar: these services are not subject to exorbiv cess charges and other fees. ?\ 

ccs: 

Commssioner Kevin Martin 
Comss ione r  Jomthan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senutor 



July 10,7004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Fdzral Conllllunications Cornmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear C h a i m n  Powell: 

I am writing Lo add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If rhey succeed, it will result in higher mtes -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work 011 this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of  consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell compaiiies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connected to a “platform” I n  another state -I let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message abouc a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fromNebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls me subject to interstate access charges becauwlhese is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell compal)ies wdnt to treat this as a single in-state call so rhey can levy exorbitant In- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consuinets. 

Prices ilre already rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumefs don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatmt giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others thai sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the PCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Comi~ussioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I, Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstcin 
Senator 
Senator 



~ U I Y  io, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

near Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the PCC not impose new hidden chwges and fees 011 prepilid 
calling card services, 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military fmilies rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounls, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor's appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being drsconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new %-state" access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would fiinnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consuniers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Cornmissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcmathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Cormnission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No 03-133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC nor impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

‘Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for il variety of needs. Many of  these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay ii luge deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, R prepid cud may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for ajob, for affordable 
housing, nwke a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged mas,  consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increuse. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these mcl other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

Eut such price hikes are precisely whim the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-stare” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cads. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fdl squarely upon those consumeis that can 
least sfford to bear it. Adding access chsrges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards ut affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any efforL to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Conmissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



JUIY 10,7004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Coimnunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S. W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
militmy families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consuinm do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay 3 large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for ajob, for affordable 
housing, m&e a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally iisk being disconnected if [he 
prices of these cards increase. Prepilid calling cards are indispensable for thcse and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to rcgular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes we precisely what the ECC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would full squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
nf providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop m y  effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Cobmissioner Michuel Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernalhy 
Commissioner Kevin Matin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Fedeial Coinniunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re. WC DWket No 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

I am writing to add my voice to tk vowing number of group md individuals pposed to efforts 
by the locail3eU telephone cornpan& to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consurners who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in nund rather than rhe pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

- .  

The Bell compnnies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card arid 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
examplc. is connected IO a “platforni” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From rhis 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone ii.umber of someone in Vir&&. Current rules, ab well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Viginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then n 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-mate call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatanr giveaway to four large 
coiyorations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid cal1,ing cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the PCC IO weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

. 1  I . 
c c s  Commissihe; Kathleen Q. Abernathy 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Cornmissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Fcderal Cormnunications Conmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add niy voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed IO efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. IC they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, dong with his or her FIN. The caller, who may be in  Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platform" in another state --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plntforin,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as conmon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
cosh, which are only a fraction of what they want to charEe consunms. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rntes represcar a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It i s  
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side. of consumers and show the Bell companies <he door 
on this issue. 

CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 


